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GROUND WATER MANAGEMENT COWM SSI ON
AUGUST 17, 2001
* * * * *

COVWM SS|I ONER GAUTREAUX:

|''m Karen Gautreaux. Welcome to our second G ound
Wat er Managenment Conmm ssion neeting. | think all of
our G ound Water Comm ssion menbers are here, and |
t hank you for com ng again. Sone of you had a little
di stance to drive.

We have a little different setup with the m kes

today. If you notice pressing one button, the top
button if you would like to speak and then turn it off.
That will avoid feedback in the m ke systemand it w |

be easier on the court reporter. Speaking of, while
our court reporter is becomng famliar with the
different nmenbers of the Comm ssion, if you can
remenber to introduce yourselves -- |'m probably the
worst one -- or identify yourselves as you begin to
speak. And also, if we have nenbers of the audi ence
that want to make remarks at the appropriate tine, we
will ask you to come down to the m ke, introduce
yoursel f, and make your comments.

Wth that I will just go around so that the G ound
Wat er Managenent Conm ssion menbers can identify
t hensel ves for the record. Again, |I'm Karen Gautreaux
wi th Governor Foster's office.
COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Philip Asprodites, Conm ssioner of Conservation.
COWMM SSI ONER GANTT:

Peggy Gantt, representing Louisiana Minici pal
Associ ati on.
MR. CHUSTZ:

St eve Chustz, designee for Dale G vens, Departnent
of Environnmental Quality.
COW SSI ONER CARDWELL:

George Cardwel |, representing the Capital Area
Ground Water Comm ssion
COW SSI ONER BAHR:

|"'m Len Bahr with the Governor's O fice of Coasta
Activities.
COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

" m Bo Bol ourchi representing the Departnent of
Transportation and Devel opnent.
COVMM SSI ONER  NAMAAMBA:

Ful bert Namwanmba, geol ogi st engi neer of Southern
Uni versity.
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

Brad Spicer, representing Conm ssioner Bob Odom
Loui si ana Departnent of Agriculture and Forestry.
COW SSI ONER DURRETT:

Ri chard Durrett, representing the Sparta
Gr oundwat er Conm ssi on.
COW SSI ONER ROUSSEL :

John Roussel, Assistant Secretary for WIldlife and
Fi sheries representing Secretary Jenkins.
COW SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER
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Li nda Zaunbrecher, representing Louisiana Farm
Bur eau.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. | think Mark WIson was going to be
representing Departnment of Health and Hospitals today.
s Mark -- he'll be joining us, I'msure. Oh, conme on
up. Mark W son
MR. W LSON:

|'m Mark W Il son representing DHH as the desi gnee
for Jimmy Guidry.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

If you will recall at our first neeting we
di scussed the Draft Scope of Services and the Draft
Emergency Rules for the hearing procedure. Well, the

Scope of Services was for the preparation of the

Conmpr ehensi ve Statew de Water Managenent System  Some
of you have sent comments. We did receive sone
coments during the Comm ssion neeting. And the Staff
of the Ofice of Conservation has conpiled the coments
we' ve di scussed, and Ant hony Dupl echin is going to
present the copy that we're going to be working from

t oday.

COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

You want Tony to sinply go through the Scope of
Services for the Conmm ssion?

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Scope of Services, yes, first, please.
MR. DUPLECHI N

Thank you. | have placed a folder at each of your
pl aces containing four items: a copy of Senate Bil
965 which becane the Act; a copy of the Draft Scope of
Services; the Draft Rules of Procedure; and a copy of
sone issues that the Staff would like to recomend to
t he Comm ssion today. Do you want to go over Scope of
Services first?

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Pl ease.

MR. DUPLECHI N

At our |last neeting a couple of weeks ago,
Secretary G vens from DEQ recommended that we expand
sonewhat on the Scope of Services that we had presented
to the Commi ssion at that tine. We net with some of
the people at DEQ and as a result have revised the
Scope of Services, and I will go through and highlight
sone of the mmjor parts of it that have changed. |
woul d |i ke to apol ogize for e-mailing out the previous
version of the Scope of Services | ast week.
COWMM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

You m ght want to note so that the Conm ssion will
recall that the Scope of Services is designed to all ow
us to contract with a consultant to prepare or begin
t he process of preparing a groundwater managenent plan
for the State, and to serve as additional staff to the
Conmi ssi on.

MR. DUPLECHI N
Thank you. One of Secretary G vens' suggestions
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was that we expand on the bulleted itens in the

previ ous Scope of Services that we had presented. So
we rearranged the format of the Draft Scope of
Services, and instead of going through the bulleted
itenms that would have to be addressed and then giving a
part 1 and part 2 of the plan, we went ahead and put
part 1 first, which says, Part 1 will identify the
State's water resources and assess their current use
and general scientific geol ogy, hydrol ogy, ecol ogy,
information available to, but not limted to, the
foll owi ng tasks, and we took the bullets out that we
felt related to that part of the plan. Those bullets
are, as you can read, a general evaluation of the
State's groundwater resources including current and
proj ected demands, aerial extent, recharge areas,

hi storical groundwater use, water quality on the mgjor
aquifers of the State as obtained from existing
publications; a determ nation of data necessary to
manage the State's water resources and the sources of
such data; identification of the data necessary to
determ ne sustainability of each major aquifer, and
predict critical groundwater areas; devel opnent of
alternatives to groundwater use; and an eval uati on of
the State surface water resources available for

devel opnment .

Part 2 of the plan will establish considerations,
gui del i nes, and procedures for the effective nmanagenent
of the state's water resources and data collection to
i nclude, but not be limted to, the following tasks: a
general evaluation of the use of surface water,
recycling of used or treated waters, identification and
devel opnent of surface water projects to neet current
and future demands as obtained from existing
publications; evaluate incentives and alternative
t echnol ogi es for conservation of water resources;
devel opment of an energency use and contingency pl an;
devel opnent of an educati on and conservati on program
devel opnent of a programto provide mtigation for |oss
of groundwater resources, and incentives to transfer
from groundwater sources to surface or alternative

sour ces where sych tyansfer will not harn1tho$e sur face
wat er sources; |dent!f|cat|on Qf areas where inter-
jurisdictional relationships will be necessary;

desi gnation of the appropriate state entity structure
to manage and protect the state's water resources; and
identification of |egal issues that needed to be

addr essed.

We then went on to give criteria for designation
of critical groundwater areas. This is pretty nuch the
sane way that it was in the previous copy that you had
been given. W took the contact grid out that we had
in before listing individuals to be contacted for nore
information, and just put in a statenment that a
resource list of contacts to assist the contractor with
general information regarding information and technical
interviews will be provided.
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We al so included a set |list of deliverables that
the contractor will have to provide to the Conm ssion,
along with dates that they will have to be provided by.
They are: first quarterly presentation to the
Comm ssion no later than March 31, 2002; a draft of
part 1 of the plan in April, 2002; a second quarterly
presentation to the Conm ssion no |ater than June 30,
2002; a third-quarter presentation to the Conm ssion no
| ater than Septenber 30, 2002, -- 31, 30, | didn't
think there were 31 days -- a draft of part 2 in
Cct ober, 2002; a final presentation to the Conm ssion
during the week of Decenber 3, 2002; and then
subm ssion of the final plan, parts 1 and 2, on
Decenmber 21, 2002.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you, Tony. First | would like to ask the
Comm ssion nmenbers if there are any questions as a
result of the changes.

COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER:

Li nda Zaunbrecher. The submttal requirenents
understand, but is there any provision for interaction
bet ween the Task Force and the Conm ssion and the
contractor intermttently during this tinme?

MR. DUPLECHI N:

Yes, ma'am On page 1, the third to | ast
par agraph, we have a statenment saying the contractor
wi Il provide periodic briefings to the Comm ssion. And
if you want us to reword that to where we can initiate
the briefings, we can work with that.

COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER:

| would appreciate that. | had understood that
the advisory -- the Task Force would be sone kind of
advi sory to everybody and would be working with the
contractor, possibly, or with the Conm ssion.

MR. DUPLECHI N:

The Task Force may -- nenbers of the Task Force
will be listed as the resource contact.
COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER:

As resource contacts?

MR. DUPLECHI N:

Yes, mm' am
COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER:

For regular neetings or just at the contractor's
request ?

MR. DUPLECHI N:

We had originally intended just to put it in at
the contractor's request, but if you want to have nore
periodi c neetings than we have schedul ed --
COW SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

That was what | thought the initial plan was.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| think, Linda, we do want the Task Force to be an
integral part of this whole process. W don't
necessarily want the contractor answering to the Task
Force. We probably want them so that -- we need to
maybe structure this in a way where it's understood
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that the Task Force will get briefed as well. And
probably for those neetings we woul d have a j oint
meeting of the Comm ssion and the Task Force. Now, if
we need to put it explicitly sonmehow, we just don't
want to make it confusing in terns of answering to two

COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

| appreciate that, but you've probably talked with
sonme of the people who have tal ked to ne already, and
there are sonme concerns that we need the Task Force
nore i nvol ved.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

OCh, we absolutely do. They are going to be an
integral part of the whole process. W'IlIl just put
Comm ssi on and Task Force for the briefings. How about
if we insert "and Advisory Task Force" after "periodic
briefings to the Comm ssion"? So we will just insert
after ?Comm ssion? on page 1, "The contractor wl|
provi de periodic briefings to the Conm ssion and
Advi sory Task Force." Did you have any other comments,
Li nda?

COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

Not at this point. Thank you.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her nmenbers of the Comm ssion? Ful bert?
COVM SSI ONER NAMMANVBA:

Ful bert Namwanba. | was wondering what the
f eedback process is after the contractor gives the
briefing? Does the Conm ssion get to crunch that
information and give it time to give feedback to the
contractor as the project progresses on?

COVWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
You woul d expect that the Conm ssion worKking

t hrough the Staff would certainly do that. | don't see
each of you sitting there by yourselves trying to
crunch it all, but you can do it, or you work with the

Staff to then nake the recommendati on to the
Conmmi ssi on.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Typically in efforts like this, and I don't know -
- | don't think it's been explicitly stated, but
typically the consultant will prepare a draft at that
stage of work, and then there's a comment period in the
devel opment. So it is an iterative process.
COWMM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Which is the reason to have the periodic reports
so it's ongoing and we'll always know, the Comm ssion
wi Il always know what the contractor is doing and
wherever he's going if there's a problem and we can
redirect him Again, we're in a very short tinme period
to get all of this done, and that's why we are trying
to nmove forward.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any there any other -- Fulbert, did you have
anything else? M. Durrett?
COW SSI ONER DURRETT:
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Karen, as | nentioned |last tinme, nost of this
information that we're asking for here in the Sparta
wi ||l have already been done. Are we going to nmake sone
notation? W don't need to do it tw ce.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

No. | think what we've done is put it in the
resource list, the Sparta people, rather than
explicitly in this part of the Scope, they'|ll be |listed

as a resource. Any other Conmm ssion nenber comments?
Len?
COW SSI ONER BAHR:

At the risk of repeating sonething that m ght have
occurred at the last neeting that | couldn't attend, |

think the -- I"'minterested in part 2, what the
contractor is being asked to provide. | think there's
enough -- there's enough -- there's certainly enough

roomto include what I want to be explicit about, but
was there any discussion at the |ast neeting of the
need to specifically tal k about the estuarine needs of
surface water? |In other words, in producing this
report it would be real nice, it seems to nme, to use
this once nore to enphasize the coastal sensitivity of
t hese estuaries and how they need surface water. And
it's not explicit in here, but --
COVWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Why don't you let Tony answer that?
MR. DUPLECHI N

There was a part that we added that |'msorry |
didn't go over earlier when | was making ny
presentation. On page 3 under surface water use, at
the end of the paragraph we added the statenent, "and
the natural resources dependent on that surface water."
COW SSI ONER BAHR:

Ckay.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

That's one of the things we were thinking about,
Len, especially for that phrase, the downstream
Ful bert ?
COVM SSI ONER NAMAAMBA:

| happen to have m ssed the proceedi ngs for the
conference that was on Coastal Managenment. Since he
has raised the issue of coastal resources, | don't know
if there's any overlap between the Comm ssion that
woul d be set there and the goals of this Conm ssion
when it touches to coastal matters.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| think Fulbert is referencing the transition team
t hat Governor Foster nentioned as an outcone of the
Coastal Summt. And as | understand the transition
team this will be a fairly small group of people who
are going to | ook at the current structure of our
restoration program and nmake recommendati ons as to how
we can manage on a mnmuch larger scale. So there wll
be, I would imgine, overlap in the sense that we're
tal ki ng about the sane natural resources sonetines, but
not to the specifics that the G ound Water Managenent
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Comm ssion -- there is a |linkage, but | don't think
it's such that it will interfere, as | understand its

envi sion. Thank you. Any other Conm ssion nmenbers?
COW SSI ONER ROUSSEL :

"Il ask a general question that hopefully there's
an easy answer for. 1've not had a chance to | ook at
t he Scope of Services relative to the Statute that
created the Comm ssion and all of the duties of the
Comm ssion and the Task Force. Is it -- are we
confortable that the Scope of Services enbraces the
whol e requirenent of the Statute in terns of devel oping
the plan that is called for in the Statute? It has
specific elements spelled out here, and there's
different words, | think, used in the Scope of
Services, but does it enmbrace the entire requirenents
of the Statute?

MR. DUPLECHI N:

We feel that it does. W' ve worked with nmenbers
of both the House Staff and Senate Staff in drafting
t he Scope of Services.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Brad, | think you had a comment.
COW SSI ONER SPI CER:

Yes, Brad Spicer, Departnment of Agriculture and
Forestry. Tony, on item No. 8 on page 2, part 2,

"identify legal issues to be addressed.”™ Are we going
to ask not only to identify those but to have sone
recommendati ons of how we address then? | nean, to

just have a list of legal issues --
COVWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

We were actually going to discuss that today,
because actually this is an ongoi ng docunent and |
think the last draft was just finished a couple of
hours ago. The point there is that, should we do that,
and that entails having attorneys involved, and | think
the contract cost that the |egislature envisioned
probably would not allow that, but in this process it
seened appropriate that they would identify the |ega
i ssues certainly as they arise. And the Conm ssion can
t hen take whatever action they feel is appropriate at
that point. But as far as in the initial contract, we
didn't believe it would be appropriate to put it in
there at this tine.

These docunents are all evolving. This is sinply
a docunent to give us the opportunity to go out there
and advertise for a contract. Once the party is
identified, we then put a formal contract in place that
will identify things perhaps a little -- inalittle
nore detail. But this process is dynamc. It wll
al ways change, whether it's this docunent, the
Emer gency Rul es of Procedure, or what we do as
di fferent people cone before the Conm ssion to request
action. | know that the House and Senate conmttees
and the Governor's office and all the other parties
t hat have been involved in this process have an idea of
what they expect to see, but as we all know, we wll
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see a lot of things we never expected to see. That's
why it's inportant that this is an open process to any
party, but we have to be willing to adapt to what's
required.

And getting back to where we started on the | egal
i ssue, we thought it was nore appropriate to have them
identify themas they will arise. Through their work
they will be able to identify issues that will cone up,
but it didn't seem appropriate at this point to put it
in the Scope of Services as far as what they're going
to bid on.
COW SSI ONER SPI CER:

| would like a little time, if | my, to review
this because | think sonmeplace or sonme places in here
we coul d probably be specific in what we want rather
t han just where they mght think they're going to |ist
sonet hing, we already have |listed sone of these issues
or itenms, and | think we ought to be very specific in
what we want themto deliver to us, rather than just a
listing or something |ike that.
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Are you tal king about fromthe | egal standpoint or
j ust everything?
COW SSI ONER SPI CER:

No, just fromdata and so on. | would |like a
little nore tinme to read this, another day or so, and
get back with you. | don't mnd acting on it today,

but I'd sure like to be able to --
COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

The hope is that the Conmm ssion woul d be
confortable, and after hearing any other comments from
t he Advi sory Board or Task Force, to nmove forward, but
certainly in the process before any contract woul d be
l et, you could certainly have that input. But frankly,
there's not a lot of time here, and I'd hate to think
we'd have to wait again for another formal neeting.
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

No, | don't -- | wouldn't want to do that.
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Al right, good.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Are there any other Conm ssion coments? Ful bert?
COVM SSI ONER NAMAAMBA:

Yes. One issue raised during the orientation
meeting, and that touches on the sane item No. 8 which
he referred to, what the issue of property rights and
who owns the water. And it's definitely a big
question. | know it will be identified, but I think
realistically it's not sonmething that can be resol ved
instantly because it involves --

COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Ri ght .

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

That was our thought, too. And also during Task
Force di scussions, we nentioned, for exanple, one water
conpany nentioned that they didn't think they had the
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| egal capability to curtail use. So this is just

anot her type of legal issue that m ght be out there to
be addressed. So, right, just identify them That's
why we address it in that way. Any other Comm ssion
comments? (No response.)

Al'l right. Now, on the agenda, the way |'ve
worded it, | intended to put in Advisory Task Force
comments, and they are right after the Scope, but what
| would like to do, if there's no objection fromthe
Comm ssion, is go ahead and take advisory comments on
the Scope of Services, and then we'll take Advisory
Task Force comments on the Energency Rules after the
Conmmi ssi on di scusses them Are there any nmenbers of
t he Advisory Task Force here that would like to further
di scuss the Scope of Services?

And we did receive conmments, I'd like to note, the
| ast portion of themfromthe League of Wnen Voters,
whi ch they requested that | have avail able for the
audi ence to read, are up on the counter if you have not
received them Su, | don't know if you passed them out
to the audience. I'msorry. But | believe these
address the Scope, or just general policy. And I
bel i eve we incorporated or are attenpting to
i ncor porate, address those comments. But are there any
menbers of the Advisory Task Force that would like to
come forward at this point? (No response.) Thank you.

Then we'll go ahead and nmove on to the Draft
Emergency Rules for the Hearing Procedure for
Designation of a Critical G ound Water Area. Oh,
sorry, sorry.

We want to nove to approve if everyone is
confortable. A little detail there. Sorry. Fulbert?
COVM SSI ONER NAMMANVBA:

Just one comment. In the previous neeting | had
said the title of the -- about critical groundwater
wasn't clear on the way it was addressing groundwater.
And just as an added note, | believe that the response

may have been grounded on that m stake.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Can | have a notion to approve?
COW SSI ONER BAHR:

| nove.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Len makes the nmotion. |Is there a second?
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

Second.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Brad Spicer makes the second. All in favor?
(Aye.) Any opposed? (No response.) Thank you. We
have approved the Draft Scope of Services.

Now we' || nove on to the Draft Enmergency Rul es,
and Tony Dupl echin and M ke Killeen fromthe
Conservation Office are going to review those with us.
MR. DUPLECHI N

Thank you. After the |last Comm ssion neeting we
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did receive several comments, as Ms. Gautreaux has
said, concerning the Rules of Procedure. W

i ncorporated a nunber of those comments into the Rul es,
and the current copy is in your packet in front of you.
The first change was just changing the name of the

docunment, which will now read "Rules of Procedure for
Critical Ground Water Area Designation Hearings Before
t he Loui si ana Ground Water Managenent Conmm ssion." W

felt that nmade it reasonably clear as to exactly what
woul d be handl ed by these Rules of Procedure.

The second change that we nmade was to add the
phrase "or punpage at current rates to potenti al
critical groundwater area" such that it reads,
"'Potential critical groundwater area' shall nmean a
groundwat er area where drilling of new wells or punpage
at current rates could result in the creation of a
critical groundwater area."

Simlarly, under No. 10, ?G oundwater energency, ?
we added the phrase "or the |ikelihood of excess
punpi ng occurring” to the item which now reads
"' Groundwat er energency' shall nmean the depletion of a
groundwat er source or |ack of access to a groundwater
source or the |ikelihood of excessive punping occurring
as a result of a natural force or a mannmade act".

We made a few changes to the application
procedure. Under 'C we changed it to read, "a brief
descri ption of |ocation including parish, section,

townshi p, range, and a map which will be sufficiently
clear to readily identify the |ocation of the proposed
critical groundwater area."” W also added the

requi renent that a statenment be put in the notification
of intent that if an area is designated a critical
groundwat er area that groundwater use may be
restricted.

Under ' Application' we made a few smal |l changes,
one of which was stating that in No. 4, "identification
of the affected area, including its |ocation (section,
townshi p, range, and parish) and U S. Geol ogical Survey
t opographi c map of appropriate scale (1:24, 000,

1: 62,500, 1:100,000 or 1:250,000) or a Louisiana
Departnent of Transportation and Devel opment Loui si ana
Pari sh map outlining the perimeter of the area.

Subm ttal of digital data is recormmended. Digital map
data in vector and/or raster formats shoul d have
supported netadata."

No. 5 was changed but it just noved the words
around, but just to where it still says the same thing.
And No. 6 stayed pretty nuch the same except that it
now says, "the original published page fromthe
of ficial parish journal evidencing publication of
Notice of Intent to apply to the Ground Water
Managenent Comm ssion."

Under ?Critical Ground Water Designation,? after
the three points we just nade a few small changes
inserting the phrase "by the Comm ssion” to where it
reads, "using all available data presented to the
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Comm ssion, an analysis will be made by the Conm ssion
to determne if the area under consideration neets the
criteria to be designated a critical groundwater area
or could become a critical groundwater area.”
COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

Excuse nme. Linda Zaunbrecher. | have a question
on that part. Do 1 and 3 say the sane thing?

MR. Kl LLEEN:

Ms. Zaunbrecher, M ke Killeen, O fice of
Conservation. | believe No. 3 really relates to an
overall aquifer situation where you can denonstrate for
the entirety of the aquifer or large parts of the
aquifer that the use is significantly outstripping the
recharge. Does that answer your question?
COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

So it's beyond cone -- beyond the effects of
coni ng?
MR. KI LLEEN:

Right. Coning -- the coning itself wouldn't

necessarily relate directly to the recharge.
COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

So they are both necessary, is what you're telling

me?
MR. KI LLEEN:

Yes, ma'am | believe so.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Just to clarify, Tony, it's one of the three
criteria you have to neet?
MR. DUPLECHI N

| was just going to nention that to Ms.
Zaunbrecher. One of these three.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

One of the three, correct.
MR. DUPLECHI N

Thank you. Under 'Recordkeeping' we changed the
wording slightly. 1t says that the Conm ssion shal
conpile and maintain at the O fice of Conservation a
record of all public docunents relating to any
application filed with the Conm ssion. The Conm ssion
shal | make records available for public inspection free
of charge and provide copies at a reasonabl e cost
during all normal business hours.

Under Notice of -- we're on page 4. Under 'Notice
of Hearing,' we just made a small editorial change and
put the statenent that the | ocation of materials
avai l abl e for public inspection on the third |ine of
t he paragraph instead of where it had been on the fifth
line. And we added the statenment that if the
Comm ssion calls a hearing to consider action with
respect to a specific aquifer and area, notice shall be
gi ven as above.

COWM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

| have one question there, Tony. Under the Notice
of Hearing, "Upon determ nation that an application is
conpl ete, the Comm ssion shall schedule a public
hearing." Could we add, "and found to have merit"?
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Because on the previous page the Conm ssion may reject
and return any application determ ned to be w thout
merit or frivolous. Does that -- does that hold us to
a hearing even if it is frivolous?

COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

| assunme that the assunption was that if it was
frivolous, it wouldn't conme up to hearing. So | think
it wuld be a little redundant, but we can put it in.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

So we want to insert, "upon --

COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
No.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Ch, no, you don't. Ckay.
MR. DUPLECHI N:

Ot her editorial changes were nmade under 'Rul es of
Conduct' but do not change the way the intent and
meani ng of that part of the Rul es.

The final part of the Draft Rules of Procedure is
"Decision' and it states, "A witten decision shall be
issued in the formof an order by the Conm ssion based
on scientifically sound data gathered fromthe
application, the participants in the public hearing,
and any other relevant information. The order shall
contain the statement of findings, and such order w ||
be sent to the applicant, participants in the hearing,
and any other persons requesting a copy thereof."
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you, Tony. Do we have any Conmmi ssion
guestions?

COVWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Per haps just one point, if | may. Again, you have
to recall that the reason for these Emergency Rul es of
Procedure is to again set the stage so if the
Conmmi ssion wants to act or if sonme third party who has
an interest wants to request the Conm ssion to act that
there is a basis on which they can nove forward.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you, Philip. John, do you have a comment ?
COWMM SSI ONER ROUSSEL:

John Roussel. | noticed in the definition -- this
is the definition for beneficial purpose or beneficial
use. | couldn't find that termactually used in the

Rul es, but | did note that the definition of the
proposed Rules differs fromthe Statute's definition by
the inclusion of a phrase that says any ot her
advant ageous use. M question would be, what was the
pur pose of inserting that additional |anguage which is
not consistent with the Statute's definition?
MR. DUPLECHI N

That part of it had come fromthe definition of
beneficial purpose or beneficial use under the charter
or the legislation that authorized Capital Area G ound
Wat er Conservation District.
COWMM SSI ONER ROUSSEL:

| woul d suggest that we make it reflect what the
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definition of the Statute is so that there's no
contradiction there.
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Thi s whol e process began by sinply taking the
definitions that were in the Statute and putting them
in here, and several comments that were made that in
sonme areas perhaps the Statute was not as clear as it
shoul d have been, and we were requested to perhaps
i nprove on that if we could. There are a coupl e of
poi nts where that occurred. One that | recall was
identifying a groundwater enmergency referring to a
manmade acci dent, and the point was made, what if it
was intentional and then it wouldn't be covered. W
said, well, that's actually a good point, it should be
a manmade act. And that's why the small changes were
made. Nothing was intended to really change the scope
of what needs to be done.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

To add to that, John, | believe that one of the
i ssues that we discussed for advantageous use was al so
natural resources, does it cones in under any of those
ot her headi ngs.

COW SSI ONER ROUSSEL :

That was ny question. What was the intent of

putting that in? Mybe y'all are clarifying it by

saying it was -- to catch everything that nobody
t hought of.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
The Capital Area Legislation was passed, | guess,

before a nunber of initiatives cane up or we thought
about different uses. Richard?
COWM SSI ONER DURRETT:

I f you have a nmulti-parish aquifer problem do you
advertise in each parish and do you have a hearing in
each parish?

MR. DUPLECHI N

Yes, sir.
MR. KI LLEEN:

The one thing I mght want to point out here, this
is Mke Killeen again, in No. 4 where we had the
various scale maps that m ght be presented, that was to
reflect the understanding that sone of these critical
groundwat er areas may, in fact, occur across parish
lines, and we didn't want to |imt people to a scale of
map that was not appropriate. So we've considered that
in doing this.

Al so, as far as the information that will be
avai |l able, we are going to make every attenpt to put as
much information that conmes in out on the Gound Water
Conmmi ssion's web site. |'ve had sonme discussions with
the GS group at DEQ and here at DNR as to how we can
make sure that things are out there in a consistent
format that everybody can utilize. Since we haven't
had an application yet, we'll have to just address
t hose as they conme, but we've tried to make provisions
to be able to use digital data where possible, but we
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didn't want to inpact a person that didn't have access
to providing digital data. So these are fairly
standard map sources that anybody coul d have access to.

COWM SSI ONER DURRETT:

But you nentioned maps from USGS or DOTD, or would
you also allow if you have a local G S that has a
detailed map in digital formthat to be used?

MR. Kl LLEEN:

| think for consistency purposes we would need to
stay with a pretty standard USGS base or DOTD base. As
you get into custom maps, you're not going to have the
repeat ability. And I think some of the comments about
met adata were appropriate last tinme. W have to try
and make sure that the data sources we use are
consi stent and accurate. And I think it would serve
the Comm ssion well if they would limt the map sources
used to sonething that could be reproduced readily and
could be found readily in all the parishes.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

M ke, wouldn't you think that nost of the maps,
say the work that the Sparta consultants are doing are
based on USGS maps? | nean, | guess that's what we
assune.

MR. KI LLEEN:

We haven't reviewed those maps yet, and |I'm sure
that nost of the people working in GS are using sone
formof USGS map. We tried to have varied scal es out

here so it would be easy -- an easy source for people
to get either in digital or hard copy form Those that
conme in on hard copy, then we'll have to find a way to

put themout in digital form
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Ful bert?
COVM SSI ONER NAMMANVBA:

| believe when we touched on this issue last tine
we tal ked about the Louisiana G S Council, the
i nt eragency between the different governnent agencies,
havi ng defined sone standards, sone netadata standards,
and that as long as the netadata standards fall within
what the GI'S Council has defined, then -- so | don't
know what the foll ow-up was on defining digital
MR. KI LLEEN:

| had some discussions with both the DNR
representative and the DEQ representative to the G S
Council, and the goal is to make sure that everything
is consistent and it is fully supported.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her Comm ssion comrents or questions?
COW SSI ONER NAMAAMBA:

| think before we wound up there was a gentl eman
who asked about the issue of to who it may apply, and

he said -- | think he nentioned sonething like this
restricted it to the issue of just people within the
area. | don't know what we concluded. W gave an

answer to him but | don't renenber what that answer
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was. | only nention it --
COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
|"msorry. What's the question?
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
Addressing the issue of who could apply, were we

[imting.
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
No. In fact, that's why the comment is in No. 4

in the Notice of Hearing. The intent is that the
Conmmi ssi on can take whatever action it believes is
appropriate, but a third party can use these rul es as
well to make application.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

St eve?
MR. CHUSTZ:

| just recomend that we allow for plural with the
journals to make it clear that for nmultiparish areas
that nore than one notice is required, that it wll be
in each parish. | think that's the intent; right?
CONNISSIENER GAUTREAUX:

i ght .
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Correct.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Other Conmm ssion nenber conments or
gquestions? (No response.) | will open it up to our
Advi sory Task Force nmenbers, if there are any here that
would like to cone forward. Again, the League of Wbnen
Voters has submtted witten comments. Henry?

MR. GRAHAM

Hello. M nane is Henry Graham and | represent
t he Loui si ana Chem cal Association. | would also |like
to echo a conment that was made earlier about being
very careful to use definitions that are different than
the ones statutorily defined. The ones in the Statute,
| think, should take precedent. Certainly we didn't
define every termin that l|egislation, but I think you
shoul d, at | east for purposes of definitions, use the
definitions that are in the Statute as a starting
point. |If you feel you need to nmake interpretations
fromthat at a |ater date, then perhaps you can do
t hat .

The second comment was, | guess | didn't quite
hear the answer to one of the questions. Are you going
to require a hearing in each parish of a nultiparish
critical area, or are you going to just designate a --
COWMM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

The Statute requires that.

MR. GRAHAM

-- locality? So that woul d be separate hearings
in each parish if you had a five-parish area, as well
as the notices?

COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
The Statute requires that, yes.
MR. GRAHAM
| just wanted to confirmthat. Thank you.
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COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

St eve?
MR. LEVI NE:

|'"'m Steve Levine with the Association for Public
Uilities. On page 2, top of the page, the | ast
definition on groundwater energency, did | hear y'all
correctly, the clause, "or the likelihood of excessive
punpi ng," that's an addition? |Is that correct? Did I
hear that right?
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Yes.
MR. LEVI NE:

| guess | would have a question about the
intention of that addition and how that works with the
definition as a whole. And the reason for ny question
has to do with the fact that that phrase has got sone
fairly open | anguage in it. Wrds such as 'likelihood
and 'excessive,' which don't really have any rea
i nherent definitions of their own, are part of this
definition.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| was al so understanding that there are a nunber
of people who are reading this perhaps as three

separate items. Go ahead, Su, why don't you -- Su
Ki ng, House of Natural Resources.
MS. KI NG

Su King with the House of Natural Resources
Committee. | believe the way that this definition is
being read is that the final phrase in the definition,
"as a result of a natural force or a manmade act,"” is

being read to apply only to the likelihood of excess
punpi ng, not to the other two itenms listed in there.
believe the intention in that definition was that al
three of those, the depletion of groundwater resources
or |ack of access to groundwater resources or the

i kel'i hood of excess punping, all three of those woul d
be as a result of the natural force or a manmade act.

| think what we need to do, Steve, is just reword that
to where it's clear that the result of a manmade force
or natural act -- or natural force or mannade act woul d
be applicable to all three of those itenms listed in

t here.

MR. LEVI NE:

In the world we either have natural forces or
manmade acts. So that pretty nuch covers everything;
right?

MS. KI NG
Yes, and we need to be able to deal with

ener genci es caused by either one.

MR. LEVI NE:
And the word 'depletion' also strikes ne as one
that m ght use -- could use a little nodification

sinply because of the fact that any use of a
groundwat er resource could involve depletion of it, but
it's depletion of a certain character that is of
interest here. 1It's a degree sort of thing. Thank
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you.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
Thank you. Any other comments from our Advisory

Task Force nenbers? (No response.) Well, in terns of
maki ng the change resulting fromthe separation of the
three itens that people were tending to read -- or

there's evidently sone interpretation of reading them
al together, could we address that by saying, "the
i kel'i hood of excessive punping,"” instead of occurring,
"any of which has or may occur as a result of a natural
force or a mannmade act,"” woul d that address that
particul ar aspect of the concern?
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

| think that's fine.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

So we'll make that after excessive punping, "any
of which has or may occur.”
MR. HANSON:

May | make a conmment ?
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Cone up to the m ke, Brad.
MR. HANSON:

Brad Hanson, Louisiana Geol ogical Survey, Advisory
Task Force. On No. 10, if you lunp all three of those
t hi ngs together, that nmeans that a groundwater
enmergency has to neet all three of those criteria, and
that may not be the case.

COVWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
It says 'or,' doesn't it?
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| was interpreting the 'or' as the separator.
MR. HANSON:

Okay, so we're going to keep all three -- an
enmergency could neet either one of those three
criteria?

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Ri ght .

MR. HANSON:

Okay. Then |I'm confused. M apologies. |
m sunder st ood.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Any other Advisory Task Force coments
or questions? (No response.)

What's the pleasure of the Comm ssion?
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

| make a notion we accept the Rul es.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

As anended, as discussed. Thank you. M. Spicer
makes a notion to adopt.
COW SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

| second.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

M . Bol ourchi makes a second. Any objections?
(No response.) | did it backwards. All in favor?
(Aye.) Any objections? (No response.) Thank you.
The next itemis new business, and we're not going to
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ask the Comm ssion to take action on these itens today
but we'll discuss themin our next neeting. Tony

Dupl echin and M ke Killeen will handle these as well.
MR. DUPLECHI N:

Thank you, Ms. Chairman. Over the past six weeks
the Staff has received nore than 40 tel ephone calls
concerning the information required to be submtted to
t he Comm ssioner of Conservation in accordance wth Act
446. The topics of these calls centered around two
concerns: the 60-day notification requirenment, and
what types of wells could be exenpted fromthat
requirenment. In an attenpt to address these
concerns, the Staff would |like to propose the follow ng
to the Comm ssion for its consideration. Under exenpt
wel l's, Act 446 specifically exenpts two types of well
fromthe notification requirenments: donestic wells and
replacenent wells. However, neither termis defined.
We would |ike the following definitions to be
consi dered for adoption by the Conmm ssion.

Donmestic well: A water well used exclusively to
supply the househol d needs of the owner/|l essee and his
famly. Uses may include drinking, cooking, washing,
sani tary purposes, |awn and garden watering, and caring
for pets. W got this definition from Public Wrks at
DOTD. For the purposes of the Conm ssion, this would
include wells used on private farms and ranches for the
feedi ng and caring of pets and watering of |awns,
excluding livestock, crops, and ponds.

| would like to have a replacenent well defined as
a well located within 1,000" of the original well as
| ong as the replacement well is |located within the sane
property boundary as the original well and is installed
within the same aquifer over an equivalent interva
with equival ent punping rate -- not punping rate, but
wel | capacity. That was a change | forgot to make at
the | ast m nute.

COWMM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

How woul d it read at the end?
MR. DUPLECHI N:

"Is installed within the same aquifer over an
equi val ent interval and with equivalent well capacity."
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

So these are two ternms that are used in the Act
but are not defined; correct?

MR. DUPLECHI N:
Yes, sir. Another type of well that we fee

shoul d be exenpted are drilling rig supply wells. The
pur pose of these wells is to provide water for making
drilling mud for oil and gas exploration and

devel opnent operations. They are usually short term
and do not punp continuously.

Anot her term another well that we feel my be
consi dered for exenption are de-watering wells. One
pl ace de-watering wells are found is in the coal m ning
regions of Northwest Louisiana. 1In order to facilitate
m ning of lignite by surface m ning nmethods using




Page 21 of 48

draglines, it is often necessary to renove the water
fromshall ow aquifers overlaying the lignite. The
water is then discharged into surroundi ng streans.

No. 5, wells used for potable water supply at
establishments such as bars, restaurants, hotels and
mot el s not connected to a public water supply.

The final well we wish to be considered for
exenption are environnental monitoring wells including
environnmental wells used for punp and treat
renmedi ation. Vhile not specifically exenpted, we would
like to exempt these nonitoring wells on the prem se
that the definition of a well or water well found in
the Act states that a well or water well shall mean any
well drilled or constructed for the principal purpose
of produci ng ground water.

Wells that we would |ike the Comm ssion to
specifically say are not exenpt are: public supply
wells, that is, a system for providing piped water for
human consunption to at |east 15 service connections,
or which regularly serves an average of at |east 25
i ndividuals daily and at | east 60 days a year. This
was taken fromthe Louisiana G ound Water Protection
Strategy done by DEQ in July of 1998; irrigation,

i ncluding farm ng, crops, and watering golf courses,
ceneteries, parks, and livestock; aquaculture such as
crawfi sh and catfish; power generation; industrial; and
wells enployed to fill ponds on farnms and ranches.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you, Tony. ©One thing I'd |like to suggest,
since we like to circulate our docunents as nuch as
possi ble, is mybe getting sone kind of description for
those that aren't famliar with drilling rig supplies
and de-watering wells so that people would know t he
general -- even though people involved in that industry
are very famliar with it, the general public probably
woul d need to understand what those two ternms nean.
Any questions or comments from our Conmm ssion nenbers?
Brad?
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

Yes, Brad Spicer, Department of Agriculture and

Forestry. The inclusion of -- under wells not exenpt
of livestock, I don't know why we would allow pets to
have water and not livestock. So I think -- I'm not

sure who devel oped this definition. Bo, did it cone
f rom DOTD?
MR. DUPLECHI N

| can address it. Up through where | said DOID in
that first definition on domestic well was what we had
gotten from DOTD. That was the definition of donestic
well from DOTD. The part after that for the purposes
of the Comm ssion we added in.
COW SSI ONER SPI CER

| "' m concerned about having to -- you know, for
watering livestock that we'd have to go through this
process.
COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
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You have to renmenmber the whol e purpose here is
sinply to exempt it fromthe 60-day prior notification.
It doesn't exenpt anything fromthe desires of the
Conmmi ssion, particularly in addressing critical
groundwat er areas. | assune the intent here was sinply
to identify those wells where the use is m niml versus
the larger wells where we would like to see the
continued registration on that prior 60-day notice.
COW SSI ONER SPI CER

Well, | still think it -- looking at irrigation
wat er versus providing water for livestock is two
different issues here.

COW SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

For the purpose of registration of wells, Brad, it
al ways has been included in irrigation. |Irrigation has
two subuses; 1-Sis for stock and |1-Q for aquacul ture.
As far as being exenpt or not exenpt, that's another
i ssue, but we always have included that in the category
of irrigation.

COW SSI ONER SPI CER

| still would like to think that naybe we could
put it up there in exenpt wells, "livestock watering,
not for other uses,” if possible.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| would personally, Brad, would prefer not to
change designations if they've been historically
considered. All we're asking for is a 60-day noti ce,
and I'msure if there's an enmergency we can deal wth
it if it's a replacenment well for that person. But if
it's a |large enough well to water |ivestock, it's
possi bly sonet hing we would want to know about,
especially when you start getting into critical area
designation. | nean, |1'd prefer that we be consistent,
personally, I'd like to hear fromthe rest of the
Comm ssion, with the way that those wells have been
defi ned previously.

COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

There's quite a difference in watering an ani mal
versus putting an inch of water on the | andscape. A
| ot of difference.

COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

But on the other hand, if you exenpt stocks, then
perhaps crawfi sh and catfish should be exenpt as well.
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

Wel |, again, you're using water in a different
manner there to raise crawfish than you are to water an
animal in a trough, froma trough.

COWMM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:
Remenber, all the Commi ssion is really doing here

is collecting data. It's not taking any action. It's
not permtting anything. 1It's sinply collecting data
that the Comm ssion nay need to utilize in the future,

particularly if soneone comes forward or the Comm ssion
decides to review a critical groundwater, potenti al
critical groundwater area.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
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John?
COW SSI ONER ROUSSEL :

Just a suggestion to maybe address the areas is
maybe putting a threshold anount on the |ivestock so
that if it's less than a certain nunber of |ivestock,
it would be exenpt, and only the |larger type operators
that would have a real mmjor need for water that would
fall under this unbrella. It's just a suggestion.
Because | do see the problemthat Brad points out.
There are a lot of livestock owners that are small
operators, have one or two animals, five animals, and
|"mnot sure we want to capture all of those people.
But yet there are also operations that have | arge herds
of animals that may have a nore significant need for
wat er .

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

What | would like to suggest on that particul ar
issue is that we examne it between now and the next
Comm ssi on nmeeting and perhaps conme up with a
recommendation at that tinme. Thank you. Len?
COW SSI ONER BAHR:

Len Bahr. I guess, Tony, | guess it was capture,
but | just want to make sure. Fromny old days at DEQ
when there was nmassive punping to renmove a contani nate
in ground water, and such an operation is obviously in
the public interest, | guess that's covered by what you
said there.

MR. DUPLECHI N

Yes, because if you really considered the issue of
ground water as it is defined in the Act, it says water
sui tabl e for any beneficial purpose percol ati ng bel ow
the earth's surface, and to put in a renedi ation well
to punmp out contam nated water would seem ngly excl ude
that fromthe definition of groundwater
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her questions or comments?

COWM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

Tony, so if there is a major contam nation, under
this provision, then, perhaps you can just punp the
aqui fer dry and that's okay? I|I'mtrying to define
bet ween renedi ati on of 4" nonitor wells that hardly has
any water versus -- | can understand what was said in
here. The Ethyl Corporation many years ago, | think
they are still punping a | ot of water out of the 400-
600 Sand --

COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

You're saying that you don't think it should be
exenpt ed?

COW SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

"' mnot saying that. | just wanted to know,
Comm ssi oner - -

COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

| would tend to agree with you.
COW SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

If we're tal king about renediation, we' re talking
about a small amount of water, 4" environnental well.
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It | ooks |ike you began the sentence for environnental
well, to nost of us that nmeans 4" nonitoring wells, 20
deep. Now, if we do have contam nation that would
require punping for 50 years at a rate of 2,000 gallons
per m nute, giving just sonme hypothetical case, are you
sayi ng that should be exenpt fromthis or are you not
sayi ng that?
MR. DUPLECHI N:

No, not sonething of that magnitude.
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

| guess that's sonething | should probably address
in the next -- before the next neeting. | think that's
a good point. And again, all we're trying to do is
collect the data. W' re not taking any other action
ri ght now.

COWVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

| just wanted to make sure, Comm ssioner, that we
under stand what we are trying to exenpt.
COWM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

That's a good point.

MR. KI LLEEN:

M. Bol ourchi, | believe those would probably be
classified, and I my have the term wong from DEQ, but
| think those would be recovery wells, and certainly
t hose shoul d be probably considered as sonething that
we should be notified on.

COWVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

They may have that definition, but when | was
involved in 1984, they called it punp and treat, treat
and punp. We just need to know exactly what we're
saying so we won't have any problemin the future.
Thank you.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her Comm ssion coments or questions? Len?
COW SSI ONER BAHR:

| alnost hate to bring this up, and I'mnot a
swi mm ng pool owner but | didn't hear sw mm ng pools
listed in the domestic uses. | don't know if
that's --

MR. DUPLECHI N:

We di scussed swi nm ng pools this norning.
COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

| can help you with that. [If it is a public
swi mmi ng pool, that water is considered public water
system If it's private, that falls under the
donestic. So we consider it donestic on a private
property, but if it's for the general public, that has
to neet the health standard and it woul d be consi dered
conmuni ty public supply.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her comrents, Comm ssion nenbers?
Questions? (No response.) W appreciate your input,
and certainly between now and the next Managenent
Comm ssion you' re welcone to ask nore questions and
submt nore coments and we'll come back to you with
these itens, and the Task Force, of course.
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| think those are the end of the new business
items; correct? What | would like to do right now, if
our Advisory Task Force nenbers would |ike to coment
on the discussion we just had, we would wel cone your
comments. (No response.) Are there any -- seeing no
Advi sory Task Force coments, are there any nenbers of
t he general public that would Iike to make a statenent
or comment, ask a question? (No response.) All right.
Well, our next itemon the agenda is the schedule for
the next neeting. |I'msorry. Fulbert?

COW SSI ONER NAMAAMBA:

Just an inquiry to the Chair. Wuld | suppose
that we are not done? W have not finalized on the
Rul es of Procedure for hearings on the critical areas.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Yes, we did. W did vote.

COVM SSI ONER NAMMANVBA:

Ckay. So | just wanted to nake a comment. My
under standing that we will disregard the conments we
got fromthe League of Wonen Voters in Louisiana?
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

No, and we can discuss those further, | guess, if
you want. We've taken action but we'd be delighted to
answer questions. A nunber of those comments were
i ncorporated into the devel opnment of the Rules. Wuld
you like to discuss the specifics? Are there any
particul ar aspects?

COVM SSI ONER NAMMANVBA:

It's just that | had not seen them before, and I
went through them and | saw sonme useful suggestions,
and | just wanted to know at what stage we are, whether
we have passed them and we're not going to | ook at
t hese.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

We passed them but we did exam ne those comments
when we were conpiling the final version to present to
t he Managenent Commi ssion, and we can answer specific
guestions now with the whole Comm ssion or we can
review how t hey were incorporated, whatever your
pl easure is.

COWMM SSI ONER  NAMAAMVBA:

That's fine with ne, as long as you consi dered
them that's fine.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

We did very much, and actually we incorporated a
good nunber of them
COVM SSI ONER NAMAAMBA:

Just wanted to be sure that you | ooked at them and
i ncorporated them
COW SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

We shoul d thank the League of Wonen Voters for
taking the time to put together in three or four pages
their comments and their thoughts that allowed us as we
went through to have easy access to additional
comments. That's al ways hel pful.

MR. KI LLEEN:
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M ke Killeen again with the O fice of
Conservation. | mght add that we had two sets of
witten comments, one from M. Brad Spicer, Departnent
of Agriculture, and the comments by the League of Wonen
Voters. We did endeavor to incorporate as nuch of
t hose comments as we coul d.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Let's talk about scheduling the next
Ground Water Managenent Comm ssion neeting. | would
like to recommend that we hold one within the next
mont h or so, which would put us in the week between the
17th and the 21st. Ful bert, your teaching days are
Monday and Wednesday, or did | get it backwards?
COVM SSI ONER NAMMANMVBA:

My teaching days are Tuesdays and Thursdays.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

So Monday, Wednesday, Friday were the days we
needed to shoot for. Are there any -- how about
Wednesday, the 19th, which would al nost be a nmonth from
now, one day short? Are there any major conflicts
anong a | arge nunber of our -- well, okay, we'll try
for the majority. [I'Il tell you what, how about if we
circulate -- we'll shoot for that meeting the 17th --
all right. The nmorning -- well, M. Durrett -- well
now we're thinking maybe the norning of the 17th.
COW SSI ONER DURRETT:

"1l be here.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

The nmorning of the 17th, say 9:30? All right.
We'll try for the 17th. We'lIl shoot for this room
again, but we'll certainly get the |ocation out in
meeting notices. 9:30 in the norning on the 17th of
Septenber. Thank you all. We'll adjourn.
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